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section 751 (a)(2)(B)(iv) of the Act, we 
are postponing the final results of this 
new shipper review for 145 days, until 
no later than December 15, 2003.

This notice is published pursuant to 
sections 777(i)(1) and 751(a)(1) of the 
Act.

Dated: October 16, 2003.
Jeffrey May,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 03–26677 Filed 10–21–03; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce 
is extending the time limit for the final 
results of the second administrative 
review and new shipper review of 
Gansu Tongda Fruit Juice and Beverage 
Co., Ltd. of the antidumping duty order 
on certain non-frozen apple juice 
concentrate from the People’s Republic 
of China. Gansu Tongda Fruit Juice and 
Beverage Co., Ltd. agreed to waive the 
time limits for the new shipper review 
in order to align the schedule with the 
annual administrative review 
overlapping the same time period, 
pursuant to 19 CFR 351.214(j)(3). The 
period of review for the second review 
and new shipper review is June 1, 2001 
through May 31, 2002.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 22, 2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Audrey R. Twyman or John Brinkmann, 
Office of AD/CVD Enforcement I, Import 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone (202) 482–3534 or (202) 482–
4126, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On July 7, 2003, the Department of 
Commerce (‘‘the Department’’) 
published in the Federal Register the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review and new shipper review for 
Gansu Tongda Fruit Juice and Beverage 
Co., Ltd. (‘‘Gansu Tongda’’) for certain 

non-frozen apple juice concentrate from 
the People’s Republic of China (‘‘PRC’’), 
covering June 1, 2002 through May 31, 
2002. See Certain Non-Frozen Apple 
Juice Concentrate From the People’s 
Republic of China: Preliminary Results 
of 2001–2002 Administrative Review 
and New Shipper Review, and Partial 
Rescission of Administrative Review, 68 
FR 40244 (July 7, 2003) (‘‘Preliminary 
Results’’). The final results are currently 
due no later than November 4, 2003.

Statutory Time Limits

Section 751(a)(2)(B)(iv) of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended (‘‘the Act’’), 
requires the Department to issue the 
final results of a new shipper review 
within 90 days after the date on which 
the new shipper review preliminary 
result is issued. However, if the case is 
extraordinarily complicated, section 
751(a)(2)(B)(iv) of the Act allows the 
Department to extend this deadline for 
the final results if necessary. Section 
751(a)(3)(A) of the Act requires the 
Department to issue the final results of 
an administrative review within 120 
days after the date on which the 
preliminary result is published. 
However, if it is not practicable to 
complete the review within the 
allocated time, section 751(a)(2)(B)(iv) 
of the Act allows the Department to 
extend publication of the final results 
for an additional 60 days.

Postponement

The Department has determined that 
it is not practicable to issue the final 
results within the original time period. 
This case has become extraordinarily 
complicated in light of case events. In 
particular, verification in the PRC that 
was originally scheduled to occur 
earlier in the proceeding was delayed 
due to restrictions on travel to the PRC. 
The additional time is required in order 
to allow parties adequate time to 
comment on the findings of the 
verification and to comment on the 
Department’s preliminary results. Also, 
additional time is necessary to analyze 
data used in the calculation of normal 
value. Therefore, in accordance with 
sections 751(a)(2)(B)(iv) and 
751(a)(3)(A) of the Act, we are 
postponing the final results of this 
second administrative review and new 
shipper review, until no later than 
December 15, 2003.

This notice is published pursuant to 
sections 777(i)(1) and 751(a)(1) of the 
Act.

Dated: October 16, 2003.

Jeffrey May,
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 03–26678 Filed 10–21–03; 8:45 am]
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University of Michigan; Notice of 
Decision on Application for Duty-Free 
Entry of Scientific Instrument 

This decision is made pursuant to 
Section 6(c) of the Educational, 
Scientific, and Cultural Materials 
Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89–
651, 80 Stat. 897; 15 CFR part 301). 
Related records can be viewed between 
8:30 a.m. and 5 p.m. in Suite 4100W, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, Franklin 
Court Building, 1099 14th Street, NW., 
Washington, DC. 

Docket Number: 03–038. Applicant: 
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 
48109–2150. Instrument: Eye Fixation 
System, Model faceLAB 3.0. 
Manufacturer: Seeing Machines, 
Australia. Intended Use: See notice at 68 
FR 48341, August 13, 2003. 

Comments: None received. Decision: 
Approved. No instrument of equivalent 
scientific value to the foreign 
instrument, for such purposes as it is 
intended to be used, is being 
manufactured in the United States. 
Reasons: The foreign instrument 
provides: (1) A completely ‘‘off-head’’ 
sensor system, (2) precise 
synchronization with a driving 
simulator, (3) effective operation in both 
bright (sunlight) and dim (simulator) 
environments and (4) superior software 
for collection and processing of data. A 
university driving research laboratory 
advised October 2, 2003 that (1) These 
capabilities are pertinent to the 
applicant’s intended purpose and (2) it 
knows of no domestic instrument or 
apparatus of equivalent scientific value 
to the foreign instrument for the 
applicant’s intended use. 

We know of no other instrument or 
apparatus of equivalent scientific value 
to the foreign instrument which is being 
manufactured in the United States.

Gerald A. Zerdy, 
Program Manager, Statutory Import Programs 
Staff.
[FR Doc. 03–26679 Filed 10–21–03; 8:45 am] 
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